From: Bird, Patrick

To: Keith, Glenn (DEP); Wolman, Marc (DEP)
Subject: RE: Pyrolysis and MWCs
Date: Wednesday, September 19, 2018 12:52:00 PM

Thanks, Glenn.

Orsted is also a major player in the offshore wind game. They hold a Massachusetts OCS lease block
as d/b/a Bay State Wind (in partnership with Eversource), as well as Ocean Wind off the southern
coast of New Jersey.

Also, below is a link to the Fiberight minor NSR permit issued by Maine DEP. On page 16 the state
discusses the interplay between the non-waste determination and the MWC regulations. This facility
is a little different than “traditional” pyrolysis units in that after “hydrolysis” processing, they have
this fluff which they call “post-hydrolysis solids.” That material they contend is a non-waste and is
thus able to be combusted in boilers as a non-waste. Note the pollution control train, which is
essentially what would be required of a new small MWC.
https://www.maine.gov/dep/ftp/AIR/licenses/ch115/A1111AN.pdf

Pat

Patrick Bird

U.S. EPA - Region 1

5 Post Office Square, OEPQ5-2

Boston, MA 02109-3912

Phone: 617-918-1287

Fax: 617-918-0287

Email: bird.patrick@epa.gov

From: Keith, Glenn (DEP) [mailto:glenn.keith@state.ma.us]

Sent: Wednesday, September 19, 2018 11:55 AM

To: Bird, Patrick <Bird.Patrick@epa.gov>; Wolman, Marc (DEP) <marc.wolman@state.ma.us>
Subject: RE: Pyrolysis and MWCs

FYlI —here’s a link that includes the latest possible technology proposal (developed by Orsted —
formerly Dong Energy) for which a plant in the UK is currently operating (see video at the bottom of
the page that provides a tour of the facility).
https://orsted.com/en/Qur-business/Bioenergy-and-Thermal-Power/Renescience

From: Bird, Patrick [mailto:Bird.Patrick@epa.gov]
Sent: Friday, July 20, 2018 9:25 AM

To: Keith, Glenn (DEP); Wolman, Marc (DEP)
Subject: Pyrolysis and MWCs

Hi Glenn and Mareg,

| wanted to follow up with you on our conversation about MWC rule applicability when using a
pyrolysis system. | spoke with the MW(C rule writer, and pyrolysis units combusting MSW would be
subject to MWC regulations based on the very clear regulatory language in the applicability section
of our rules. However, since the Synova system uses a combustion turbine, that usually requires
significant gas processing so the combustion devise does not foul. Synova’s promotional video
confirms that they have some level of gas processing. Marc’s you may have been alluding this this on
our call when you were differentiating between combustion turbines v boilers.

Because of the level of prcoessing, the rule writer said she’s seen a few companies explore the
possibility of getting a non-waste determination for specific non-hazardous secondary materials
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when used as a fuel under our solid waste regulations (40 CFR Part 241). She was not aware of any
sources that have followed through with this, but since there is a considerable amount of processing
of the gas required, that avenue may be open for these types of configurations.

Just wanted to pass this along. Let me know if you’d like to discuss further.

Pat

Patrick Bird

U.S. EPA - Region 1

5 Post Office Square, OEPQ5-2

Boston, MA 02109-3912

Phone: 617-918-1287

Fax: 617-918-0287

Email: bird.patrick@epa.gov
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